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intention te give to the wif e thie one acre witl
isolutely. Acting ou this assumption, the wi4

ýssinfrom 1874 te the present time. .
question was more d.ifficult. The four acres vi
xecutoI!s, and the widow was entitled to, the inci
ixes were allowed to fail into afrear. On the
four acresawere eon'veyed by tax deed to on1e Wal

on the 22ud April, 1910, Watso adhis'
oracres te the widow for $60.62. The

irmed by special statute, 3 & 4 Geo. V.
mctixig that aUl lands conveyed by tax deed
iirchaaer in fee simple free and clear'of and f:
and ineetwhatsoever of the owuers the

lie sale. The objectxi taken was that, notw
ýx sale and the very wide ternis of this stat
occupid such a position, by reason of her
income, that she would hold the lanid as tru
.ciallyiteted ithe wilofer late husbi
ýted in support of this contention; but the Princ
)e taken to be fairly illustrated by Builing

n v.McKezie(1897), 28 O.R. 316, aud the c
theprncilebeing that nio trustee eau acq

il up in iderogation*of the right of the cestui
iieiple ha been enlarged so as to be applicabl
1 quasi-fiduciary relationships, aud to the relat
,orand mot e; and, if this case had been
eriaUt, whose duty it was to psy taxes, in breac
,d the taxes to fsluito rrear and then purchý
ifetenant could not set up absolute ownershi,

*rines But her, inthe first place, the wi
e-eat he waa merely entitled te recçe

th1e net inoefom the. executors, who held
nd, lu the seon pae, th1e wldow did not bec

t thre as othng ponthe papers beyond
ýatd, nd he ranacton ad stood for more 1
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